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Honorable Paul--'E. Gillmor
ijousebf Representat-ives_
~203 Longworth ·House-o"ffice ~uilding

Washington,: D.C.·- 2'0515" ..

Dear Congressman Gillmor:

This is in reply to a concern expressed by several of your constituents
regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235,
s7"FR 54034 (1992). This Notice proposes comprehensive changes to ·the
Commission's Rules governing the private land mobile radio services operating
in the freqUency bands below 512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that time, they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology. Unless it is changed,
the current regulatory structure will stifle the growth and development of
private land mobile radio technology and services, which are used primarily by
local governments, public safety entities, and businesses to enhance their
productivity. The Commission issued the Notice, therefore, to solicit comment
from all interested persons on a wide variety of proposals designed to
increase channel capacity, to promote more efficient use of these channels,
and to simplify the rules governing use of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing, the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our "proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on Ric operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.
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We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take into
careful consideration all their comments. Your constituents' concerns will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated
in the Notice, 'we remain convinced that without 'significant' regulatory ~hange

,in r~dio operations in the bands below ,512 MHz, the qUality of communications
in, the private'land mobile radio services will continue to'deteriorate to the

'point-of eJldange~ing',public safety:and the:national economy': ,', ' " " ,:"',,. ...".... ..' .. .." .

'We want to thank you for your interest in this p'roc:eeding. 'We expect finai
rules to be issued in 1994.

Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division

Enclosures:
Notice
Order
Discussion paper
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Mr. James H. Quello
Acting Chairman
Federal Communication~ Commission
1919 M Street
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Quello:

Recently I have been contacted by dozens of my constituents
upset with proposed regulations affecting radio-controlled model
aircraft. They are concerned that changes in the 72 to 76 MHz
band will impede their ability to pursue their hobby.

I have enclosed a sample of the letters I have been
receiving for your consideration. Additionally, I have
encouraged my constituents to ,take advantage of the comment
period to make the FCC aware of their concerns regarding PR
Docket 92-235.

As a member of the Energy and Commerce Committee
Subcommittee on Telecommunications and Finance, I am
particularly interested in spectrum issues. As the regulatory
process moves forward, I will be watching developments with a
great deal of interest.

Thank you for your consideration of my constituents'
comments. I appreciate your time.

aul E. Gillmor
Member of Congress
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'!he Honorable Paul E. Gil1.Ioc>r
U.S. Ha1se of Representatives
1008 ~rth Building
Wash!rgt:on, IX: 20515

. SUbject: ". m DocJcet 92-235

Dear ~tiveGillnm-:.

~,' . .....

I am president of a caIPatlY am am~ retirement. For awroximately 18
years I have enjoyed radio coiltrollOOdel aircraft flyin:J, am I have thcx1ghts of
many leisure hQJZ'S when I ~ retired of flyirg my radio control aircraft.

I fly in a local club in the state of arlo that has ~tely 25 D!f'I!!bers.
since I am a native Georgian" I visit that part of the world quite often am fly
at a state park.

I own seven radio control lOOdels, ran:Jing in TNeight fran 7 Ibs. to 28 Ibs. My
investment in these lOOdels varies fran aboot $300.00 up to ~tely
$1,000.00 for the largest two.

I am very concerned aboot the pIqXlSed F.C.C. d1arqes that would eIrlm]er the
radio frequencies designate:i for 1OOde1 aircraft. '!he prqlOSed frequency change
would make my hobby unsafe for a spectator sport due to probable radio inter
ference. '!hat would be my primary ex>ncem. My sec:x:niary concern would be my
invest:ment in my 100dels tllat would be subject to inlnedi.ate destruction should
sane IOC>re pcMerful cxmnercial radio 'frequency over power am interfere with the
frequency now designate:i for radio controlled1OOde1 aircraft. since the pIqXlSed
nerN frequencies are so close to present radio control frequencies, interference
will occur an:l rerxler most rrodel frequencies unsafe an:l unusable.

I plead for your support of the millions of radio control IOOdel aircraft pilots
across our nation, all of whan are oonoerned with the PR Dc:x:Xet 92-235 ex>nsid
eration. Safe flyirq practices are stressed by aJr national organizations for
radio controlled IOOdels am adoPtion of the new freauencv code would render safe
operation almost an impossibility. Your suwort of my request would be deeply
awreciated.

Sincerely,

)tfM/! 1,,#?~
0~~a<175ciYle: ario 43410
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.~he Ho.no~.~bl~" Paul 9:illmore·
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Gillmore:

F~bruary 2, 1993

Danny Peper
18231 Tuller Road
Bowling Gree, Ohio

43402

"" I am an: "active mod~l ·~viatio·n· club· membet "in Napoleon,: Ohio. I have" been·
involved in model airplane building and flying for many years and have
derived much enjoyment from the hobby. I am a member of Academy of
Model Aeronautics and the International Miniature Aircraft Association.
Both associations have guided and developed the model industry to new
levels of participat~on and safety in the hobby.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) by PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability
of frequencies currently assigned for model aircraft use· and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land "mobile dispatch operations. However, our >.

radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower band widths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies ";,'HI move closer to the radIo control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted. Additionally, the new frequencies will be only .0025 MHz
separated from our frequencies and their authorized radio signal output
will be some 50 times stronger than our 100 milliwatt transmitters. Their
signal "splash" from seven miles away from our flying site could be
stronger than the transmitter controlling the aircraft in flight.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
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protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and controlled use of the radio control frequencies at the
flying site. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed
by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes may have wing spans over
10 feet and may weigh up to 55 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but of more concern, they" are capable of causi~g .'
prQperty damage,' serious injury, or even de~th if radio interference causes
the operator" to loose control of the aircraft. We often fly our mOdels at "
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate
and hundreds more may be spectators. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment. Also, the FCC just reorganized our frequencies only two
years ago causing many of our radio units to become obsolete. Now we are
being shuffled again which, may again cause radio units to become
obsolete. It appears that the FCC lacks a long-term plan of operations
which is constantly causing industry confusion and costly user changes and
upgrades.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may ~ot think we are not as important as business
users of radios. but we have a' considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people world wide. like myself, and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.
Additionally, there are many multi-million dollar a year businesses
worldwide connected to the model radio controlled equipment industry.
All of which are dependant on our ability to practice our hobby. The
businesses in turn contribute to the tax revenue bases of county, state and
federal governments and provide jobs for Americans.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposed changes to the 72-76 MHz band as
proposed by FCC Notice of Proposed Rule Making Docket 92-235.

Sincerely, ~

~~(;er~
Constituent


